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EXTENSIBLE SURFACE FOR CONSUMING
INFORMATION EXTRACTION SERVICES

BACKGROUND
Background and Relevant Art

Computers and computing systems have affected nearly
every aspect of modern living. Computers are generally
involved in work, recreation, healthcare, transportation,
entertainment, household management, etc.

Computing systems are often used for information man-
agement. In particular, computing systems can be used to
provide information to users. However, information may be
stored and made available to users in a number of disparate
ways. For example, computing systems may implement rela-
tional database management systems (RDBMSs) to store and
organize data as structured data. Structured data is data that is
organized semantically. Further, similar data entities are often
grouped together by relationships in relational databases or
by typed classes in object oriented systems. An example of a
simple RDBMS is just a table with columns and rows. The
columns describe categories of data while the rows store
instances of the categories. RDBMS systems facilitate effi-
cient retrieval of data. For example, a simple table may have
a column for cities and a column for current temperatures. To
find the temperature at a given city, the city column is iden-
tified, and the city of interest is searched for in the city column
and found at a particular row in the city column. The tem-
perature column is identified and the row corresponding to the
city of interest is identified in the temperature column thus
identifying the temperature at the city of interest. Thus, typi-
cally data in a RDBMS is structured data.

Another type of data is unstructured data. Unstructured
data is typically not organized in a way that allows a comput-
ing system to immediately identify the type or relational
structure of the data. For example, a text document may
contain the following data “The temperature in Rio de Janeiro
right now is 82 degrees.” However, Rio de Janeiro is not
structured as a city type and 82 is not structured as a tempera-
ture type, nor is there a formalized structure map for Rio de
Janeiro and 82 degrees. Additionally, the text documents may
contain a number of sentences describing various tempera-
tures in various cities around the world. Determining the
temperature of a given city using unstructured data in the text
file may be more difficult for automated computing systems
than using a structured data database where data can be
searched based on categories.

The subject matter claimed herein is not limited to embodi-
ments that solve any disadvantages or that operate only in
environments such as those described above. Rather, this
background is only provided to illustrate one exemplary tech-
nology area where some embodiments described herein may
be practiced.

BRIEF SUMMARY

One embodiment illustrated herein is a method practiced in
a computing environment. The method includes acts for rep-
resenting structured data extracted from unstructured data in
fashion allowing querying using relational database concepts.
The method includes receiving user input specifying one or
more database views. The method further includes receiving
user input specifying an information extraction technique,
such as an extraction workflow. The method further includes
receiving user input specifying a corpus of data. The extrac-
tion technique is applied to the corpus of data to produce the
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2

one or more database views. These views can then be queried
or operated on using database tools.

This Summary is provided to introduce a selection of con-
cepts in a simplified form that are further described below in
the Detailed Description. This Summary is not intended to
identify key features or essential features of the claimed sub-
jectmatter, nor is it intended to be used as an aid in determin-
ing the scope of the claimed subject matter.

Additional features and advantages will be set forth in the
description which follows, and in part will be obvious from
the description, or may be learned by the practice of the
teachings herein. Features and advantages of the invention
may be realized and obtained by means of the instruments and
combinations particularly pointed out in the appended
claims. Features of the present invention will become more
fully apparent from the following description and appended
claims, or may be learned by the practice of the invention as
set forth hereinafter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

In order to describe the manner in which the above-recited
and other advantages and features can be obtained, a more
particular description of the subject matter briefly described
above will be rendered by reference to specific embodiments
which are illustrated in the appended drawings. Understand-
ing that these drawings depict only typical embodiments and
are not therefore to be considered to be limiting in scope,
embodiments will be described and explained with additional
specificity and detail through the use of the accompanying
drawings in which:

FIG. 1 illustrates processing a corpus of unstructured data
through a workflow to produce one or more views;

FIG. 2 illustrates a collection of views produced by an
example workflow; and

FIG. 3 illustrates a method of representing structured data
extracted from unstructured data in fashion allowing query-
ing using relational database concepts.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Some embodiments described herein may implement a
user surface for representing extraction of unstructured data
into structured data in an RDBMS. Some embodiments
include functionality for representing extractions that operate
over entire corpuses of documents represented as rowsets
instead of only individual documents. Some embodiments
implement functionality for exposing complex, indepen-
dently queryable extraction output such as entity-relationship
graphs. Some embodiments implement functionality for
exposing extraction output through well-understood and
well-supported RDBMS concepts such as tables, views, etc.
In particular, embodiments may expose extraction results as
views or schemas containing views, such that these results
can represent complex structures such as graphs and are inde-
pendently queryable. Some embodiments may implement
interfaces and extraction methods to maintain the same feel
for applying an extraction, no matter the specifics of the
extraction, and thus is extensible to new extractions in a
database.

Data extraction systems may be used to extract and catego-
rize data from unstructured data to allow for automated sys-
tems to do categorized data searches on the data. These
extraction systems can determine, or attempt to determine,
type or relationship information, such that unstructured data
can be organized into structured data.
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Users increasingly use RDBMSs to store unstructured
documents such as files, images, or large text values. Some
methods for managing such data implement information
extraction. Information extraction includes processes that
input unstructured documents, then output structured data
describing them. Some examples include, but are not limited
to, extracting ID3 metadata from MP3 files, extracting enti-
ties and relationships from text, and recognizing faces in
images or videos. Performing such extraction in the database
is valuable for many reasons, such as keeping data-heavy
processing near data and leveraging existing management
features like backup/restore, replication, security, etc.

RDBMSs may support some built-in extraction. This falls
into two main categories: indexes and special data types. For
instance, fulltext and XML indexing input text, and output
structured indexes. Likewise, special data types for multime-
dia perform extraction through functions, for example to
extract color data from images.

Referring now to FIG. 1, an example is illustrated. FIG. 1
illustrates a corpus of data 102. The corpus of data 102
includes unstructured data. For example, the corpus of data
102 may include one or more unstructured text documents,
media files, images, videos, biometric data, etc. The unstruc-
tured data includes data that, at an entity level, is not orga-
nized semantically in that it does not have a formalized type
and/or is not in a formal entity level relationship where one
entity is formally related, such as through a graph, tree and/or
other relationship structure. As noted, the corpus of data can
be a single file or document, or a collection of files and/or
documents. In some embodiments, a single file or document
may be used for ad-hoc extraction and searching as will be
explained in more detail below. In other embodiments, a
single file or document, or a collection of files and/or docu-
ments can be extracted to a database or other structure for
on-going searching and/or access beyond a single ad-hoc
instance.

The corpus of data 102 may be fed into an information
extraction workflow 104. The information extraction work-
flow 104 defines the way that data is extracted from the corpus
of'data 102 to organize the data in the corpus of data 102 into
structured data. Examples of information extraction work-
flows are now illustrated. While specific examples are illus-
trated, it should be appreciated that the examples are not
exhaustive of extraction techniques, and other extraction
techniques may be used.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may com-
prise a phrase semantic extraction technique. In particular,
embodiments may include modules that are able to determine
metadata about a phrase or words in a phrase based on the
semantic environment of the word or phrase. For example,
relationships may be determined by proximity of words to
one another. For example, if the terms Microsoft and Excel
are found next to each other across a corpus of documents,
phrase semantic analysis can determine that these two terms
are related.

Dictionary or lexical definitions may be used to create
types or relationships for words or phrases. For example, a
lexical definition of Rio de Janeiro would identify it as a city,
and thus metadata could be extracted classifying Rio de Jan-
eiro as a city type. In another example, a document may have
the text “Jan. 13, 2011.” A lexical look-up of January can be
used to determine that it is a month used in determining dates,
and thus, a determination can be made that this text is a date
type.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may
include relationship identification functionality. For example,
a text document may contain the phrase “city of Rio Rio de
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Janeiro.” Based on the syntax of the phrase, it can be deter-
mined that Rio de Janeiro is an object of type “city”. In
another example, a text document may include the text
“Author: Robert Smith.” Based on common syntax it can be
extracted that “Robert Smith” is an object of type “author”.
Syntax and relationship identification can be based on user
input identifying relationships and/or learning based on expe-
rience with identifying relationships. For example, user input
may be received wherein a user identifies a relationship in a
phrase such as by identifying the object in identifying the
type. For example, in the examples illustrated above, the user
may identify the word city to represent a type and Rio De
Janeiro to represent an object of type city. A subsequent
phrase with similar syntax could be dissected to extract meta-
data for creating structured data.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may com-
prise a property promotion. For example, a music file, such as
an mp3 file, may include metadata in the mp3 file. Such
metadata may define the artist, song title, song length, etc.
This metadata can be promoted to structured data.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may com-
prise an entity recognition or entity extraction workflow. For
example, a document may contain a list of company names. A
workflow may be designed to identify company names as
company names. This can be used to structure data in the
document by either type or on a relationship basis.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may com-
prise entity disambiguation. For Example, a workflow may
encounter different data in one or more documents for Pedro
DeRose, and Dr. DeRose, and Mr. DeRose. The workflow
may be able to determine that each of these data points rep-
resent the same person.

In some embodiments, the extraction workflow may com-
prise pattern recognition. One such example is illustrated in
facial recognition in images. For example, in one embodi-
ment, pattern recognition could simply note that a face
appears. Alternatively or additionally, embodiments could
identify the face based on a dictionary of faces.

As illustrated in FIG. 1, passing the corpus of data 102
through the extraction workflow 104 can be used to produce
one or more database views 106. The database views may be
adhoc views over which a single query or single set of queries
can be run, or more persistent for use over an extended period
of time for an extended number or set of queries.

The views can represent one of a number of different forms
of data, including tables, graphs, etc. In some embodiments,
a collection of views may represent this data. For example, a
schema in SQL Server available from Microsoft Corporation
is an example of such a collection of views. When outputting
multiple views, the extraction workflow may group them in
such a collection.

In addition to the extraction technique being used to pro-
duce views, the extraction technique may further be used to
produces procedures. These procedures may define methods
of operating on, managing, or refreshing the content of the
one or more views. The procedures may be accessible using a
database system used to operate on the views.

At a high level, users can start with a table of unstructured
documents. In FIG. 1, this is illustrated as the corpus of data
102. The corpus of data may, in some embodiments, include
several different documents. The user specifies an extraction-
related service to perform extractions, such as extracting
metadata properties, extracting entities and relationships,
using phrase semantics for extraction, etc. This is illustrated
as an example in FIG. 1 by the extraction workflow 104. The
workflow 104 represents a specific type of extraction speci-
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fied by a user. The user also chooses where they want to
expose the structured results. This is illustrated in FIG. 1 by
the view 106.

In some embodiments, different methods of choosing and
exposing an extraction may be the same, or very similar, no
matter the specific extraction performed so as to create a
generalized process for structuring unstructured data. In par-
ticular, a user may be able to use a standardized user interface
or API to invoke different extractions.

From this high-level illustration, various intermediate con-
cepts are further explored. The first concept is the concept of
stored documents. This relates to how documents are stored in
a database prior to extraction. A stored document may be a
document that is a row in a table or view. The row, in this
example, has a unique id, which may be part of a unique key
on the table. The row may have a number of columns with text
or binary, which may be equivalent to named sections of a
document. A corpus of documents may be a rowset, such as a
table or view.

The second concept is the concept of ad-hoc documents.
This concept is directed to how documents are represented
when they are not stored, but instead provided for a single
query. In some example embodiments directed for use with
SQL Server available from Microsoft Corporation of Red-
mond Wash., a SQL Server CLR type, called Document, can
be used to represent a document specified as a URI. For
example: DECLARE @d DOCUMENT="file:// . . .".

A third concept is the concept of an extraction workflow.
An extraction workflow defines and names a process for
extracting structure from unstructured data. Some embodi-
ments may be implemented where users can create their own
extraction workflows. Some embodiments may have, addi-
tionally or alternatively, system-defined workflows. For
example, the system could define a property_promotion
workflow that extracts metadata from files, or an entity_rela-
tionship workflow that extracts named entities and relation-
ships. Each workflow is a named black-box that exposes what
configuration options it accepts, and what other extraction
workflows should exist before it can be created. This may be
exposed through system catalogs in the database.

A fourth concept is the concept of extraction invocation.
Extraction invocation includes applying an extraction work-
flow to a particular corpus of documents. The invocation
includes specifying the configuration options available for
that workflow, specifying the update policy for how the
extraction output should be updated when the corpus changes
(e.g., automatic, manual), and an existing extraction output to
build on when one is required. Thus, the invocation can be
seen as the creation of the extraction pipeline that will process
documents and produce output using the workflow.

In some embodiments, to represent an invocation, a clause
may be used. The following illustrates an example of a clause
that may be defined:

USING EXTRACTION extraction__workflow__name
ON document__table(document__columns)

WITH configuration_ options

REFERENCES existing extraction_output

The preceding illustrates a very specific example of an
invocation clause that may be accepted by a system, and
alternative clauses or other methods of invocation may be
used. USING EXTRACTION is used to define one or more
extraction workflows to operate on a corpus of data. Here,
extraction_workflow_name represents a user-specified
extraction workflow. ON is used to define the corpus of data.
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WITH is used to define various configuration options, such as
a dictionary to use for dictionary-based extractions, or a set of
stop-words to ignore in the input documents. REFERENCES
is used to define an existing extraction output to build on. For
example, an extraction workflow that identifies relationships
between entities may build on the output of an earlier extrac-
tion workflow that extracted these entities. Here, REFER-
ENCES would point to the output of this earlier extraction
workflow.

Some embodiments may implement and use ad-hoc invo-
cation. Ad-hoc invocation applies an extraction workflow to a
particular ad-hoc document. However, some extractions use a
corpus including multiple documents for context. For
example, consider a workflow that extracts key concepts from
text using statistical analysis of phrase frequencies in a cor-
pus. Such an extraction obtains better results using a corpus
including multiple documents for context to extract key
phrases from each individual document. Thus, an ad-hoc
extraction can specify an existing extraction output created by
an extraction over an existing corpus as a basis. As with
non-ad-hoc invocations, embodiments may use a variation on
the above clause for ad-hoc invocations. The following illus-
trates a very specific variation of the above illustrated invo-
cation.

USING EXTRACTION statistically__key_ phrases
ON ad-hoc document
BASIS existing__extraction__output

In this example, key phrases would be extracted from the
ad-hoc document not as an individual document, but rather as
if it were part of the corpus used to produce the existing
extraction output. Extraction output represents the structured
output of invoking the extraction workflow on a corpus of
documents. This output may be independently queryable.
However, it is derived data, in the sense that it comes from
applying a process over base data. In an RDBMs, the concept
that represents independently queryable derived data may be
a view. Thus, the output of an extraction, in some embodi-
ments, is exposed as a view. This view can be persisted using
an appropriate invocation, or used for a single ad-hoc query
through an ad-hoc invocation in an ad-hoc command. For
example, a WITH command is an ad-hoc command used in
SQL Server available from Microsoft Corporation of Red-
mond Wash.

Some extractions produce output that may not be cleanly
displayed as a single view. For example, consider an extrac-
tion that outputs an entity-relationship graph. One natural
relational representation for such a graph is to normalize it
over multiple tightly-related views. Some database systems
implement collection units that can contain a plurality of
views. For example, in SQL Server, a unit that can contain
multiple views is referred to as a “schema”, not to be confused
with schema as used in other contexts defining structure and
content. Thus, when an extraction outputs multiple views, it
may be persisted as a collection containing those views.

What follows are a number of use case examples. Embodi-
ments may be implemented where a user determines which
types of extractions are available. For example, a database
may include a user interface that allows a user to query the
extractions available and the properties that should be speci-
fied for those extractions. For example, a user could submit a
query that would cause the system to indicate that property
promotion and phrase semantic extractions are available. For
example, some embodiments include a command which
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allows a user to determine what extraction workflows are
available. For example, in one very specific embodiment, the
following command:

SELECT*FROM sys.extraction_workflows;
produces the following table output:

extraction_work- outputs_  outputs_ is_
flow_id name view collection  global
0 Property_Promotion 1 0 0
1 Phrase_Semantics 0 1 1

This table illustrates the extraction workflows available
(Property_Promotion and Phrase_Semantics), whether or not
a workflow outputs views, whether or not the workflow out-
puts collections of views, and whether or not a workflow is
global in that the output of the extraction depends on the
corpus of documents it inputs rather than each document
individually.

Embodiments may include functionality for allowing a
user to check the options for extraction workflows. For
example, in one specific embodiment, the following com-
mand:

SELECT*FROM sys.extraction_workflow_options;
produces the following table output:
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Manual, and the extraction will be performed into the previ-
ously created manualProperties list.

As noted, once extraction has occurred extracting the data
into one or more views, a database query native to the data-
base can be used to query the view. In some embodiments, the
extraction may result in one property per column, with sparse
columns and a column set. As noted, once the view is created,
native database operations can be performed. For example:
Queries can be performed. The created view, views, or col-
lection of views can be altered. The view and/or invocation
can be dropped. Embodiments can check Metadata and/or
crawl status/information. Embodiments can check which col-
umns are input for use with the extraction use. Embodiments
can check which options were set in an extraction use.

As noted, embodiments may facilitate ad-hoc invocation of
extractions. The following illustrates an example of an ad-hoc
property promotion extraction. In the following example, one
embodiment declares an ad-hoc document, then applies the
extraction to it. Applying the extraction is similar, and con-
tinues to use common relational concepts such as common
table expressions.

The Property_Promotion extraction is not global, meaning
that it does not need the context of the rest of the corpus to
work. This is specified by is_global in sys.extraction_work-
flows.

extraction_ workflow_id option_id name systype_id type_desc enumerated_values  Default value is_required
0 0 DOCUMENT 256 property  NULL NULL 1
PROPERTY list
LIST
1 0 STOPLIST 256 stoplist NULL 0 0

This table illustrates options for the extraction workflows in
the preceding table.

Once extraction workflows are know, a user can specify a
given workflow. The following illustrates an example of a
user invoking property promotion extraction using the spe-
cific example tools illustrated above. In particular, in this
example, for each document in a corpus 102, the extraction
workflow 104 promote properties into columns. For example,
metadata in music files may be promoted to columns entries.
A user can then use database queries and properties included
as part of a database to perform queries on the extracted
properties.

First, a user creates a property list, for a property-scoped
search. In the example illustrated, a user will change
SEARCH PROPERTY LIST to DOCUMENT PROPERTY
LIST. This is done with the following command:

CREATE DOCUMENT PROPERTY LIST manualProp-

erties . . .

The user then invokes the property promotion extraction,
persisting the output into a view. The following invocation,
following the examples above, may be used:

CREATE VIEW Production.DocumentProperties
USING EXTRACTION Property_ Promotion
ON Production.ProductManual(File TYPE COLUMN FileType)
KEY INDEX PK_ ProductManual__ProductManualID
WITH DOCUMENT PROPERTY LIST = manualProperties;

In the example above, the view name will be Production_
DocumentProperties, the extraction workflow used to extract
data on the corpus 102 will be Property_Promotion, the
extraction will be performed on Production.Product-
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DECLARE @D Document = ‘file://...";
WITHP AS (
USING EXTRACTION Property_ Promotion
ON @D
WITH DOCUMENT PROPERTY LIST = manualProperties

)
SELECT * FROM P;

The following example illustrates invoking a phrase
semantics extraction workflow. In the present example, the
phrase semantics workflow outputs a collection of multiple
views. In the SQL Server example, this collection of multiple
views may be as a schema in SQL Server. In the present
example, the collection is declared read-only because its con-
tents are entirely controlled by the extraction invocation.

CREATE SCHEMA ProductSemantics AS READ ONLY
USING EXTRACTION Phrase__Semantics
ON Production.ProductDescription(Description LANGUAGE “English’)
KEY INDEX PK_ ProductDescription__productDescriptionID
WITH STOPLIST = myStoplist;

FIG. 2 illustrates a collection 200 created using the invo-
cation.

The following illustrates another example where an ad-hoc
invocation of a phrase semantics extraction is implemented.
In the following example, an ad-hoc document is declared and
then the extraction is applied to it. In this example, the ad-hoc
document is represented by document_id NULL.

In the illustrated example, there are two interesting com-
plications compared to property promotion. First, the phrase
semantics extraction outputs a collection of views. To facili-
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tate this, the clause used to create ad-hoc data in the RDBMs
(e.g., the WITH clause as defined in SQL Server available
from Microsoft Corporation of Redmond Wash.) can be
extended to allow a transient schema, similarly to how it
currently allows a transient table. Second, phrase semantics,
in the present example, is a global workflow, meaning it
requires the context of the rest of the corpus. This is specified
above by is_global in sys.extraction_workflows. Thus, an
ad-hoc invocation uses an existing non-adhoc extraction as a
basis. The following illustrates an example:

DECLARE @D Document = ‘file://...";
WITH SCHEMA S AS (
USING EXTRACTION Phrase_Semantics
ON @D
BASIS ProductSemantics

)
SELECT * FROM S.KeyPhrase WHERE document__id IS NULL;

The following discussion now refers to a number of meth-
ods and method acts that may be performed. Although the
method acts may be discussed in a certain order or illustrated
in a flow chart as occurring in a particular order, no particular
ordering is required unless specifically stated, or required
because an act is dependent on another act being completed
prior to the act being performed.

Referring now to FIG. 3, a method 300 is illustrated. The
method 300 may be practiced in a computing environment.
The method 300 includes acts for representing structured data
extracted from unstructured data in fashion allowing query-
ing using relational database concepts. The method 300
includes receiving user input specifying one or more database
views (act 302). Examples of this are illustrated above where
a user uses the CREATE VIEW or CREATE SCHEMA
clauses illustrated above.

The method 300 further includes receiving user input
specifying an information extraction technique (act 304). For
example, a user can specify an extraction workflow.
Examples of this are illustrated above where a user inputs a
USING EXTRACTION clause.

The method 300 further includes receiving user input
specifying a corpus of data (act 306). Examples of this are
illustrated above by the use of the ON clauses illustrated.

The method 300 further includes applying the extraction
technique to the corpus of data to produce the one or more
database views (act 308). FIG. 1 illustrates applying an
extraction technique (in this example, a worktflow 104) to a
corpus of data 102 to produce a view 106.

Further, the methods may be practiced by a computer sys-
tem including one or more processors and computer readable
media such as computer memory. In particular, the computer
memory may store computer executable instructions that
when executed by one or more processors cause various func-
tions to be performed, such as the acts recited in the embodi-
ments.

Embodiments of the present invention may comprise or
utilize a special purpose or general-purpose computer includ-
ing computer hardware, as discussed in greater detail below.
Embodiments within the scope of the present invention also
include physical and other computer-readable media for car-
rying or storing computer-executable instructions and/or data
structures. Such computer-readable media can be any avail-
able media that can be accessed by a general purpose or
special purpose computer system. Computer-readable media
that store computer-executable instructions are physical stor-
age media. Computer-readable media that carry computer-
executable instructions are transmission media. Thus, by way
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of'example, and not limitation, embodiments of the invention
can comprise at least two distinctly different kinds of com-
puter-readable media: physical computer readable storage
media and transmission computer readable media.

Physical computer readable storage media includes RAM,
ROM, EEPROM, CD-ROM or other optical disk storage
(such as CDs, DVDs, etc), magnetic disk storage or other
magnetic storage devices, or any other medium which can be
used to store desired program code means in the form of
computer-executable instructions or data structures and
which can be accessed by a general purpose or special pur-
pose computer. Physical computer readable storage media
specifically excludes propagated signals.

A “network” is defined as one or more data links that
enable the transport of electronic data between computer
systems and/or modules and/or other electronic devices.
When information is transferred or provided over a network
or another communications connection (either hardwired,
wireless, or a combination of hardwired or wireless) to a
computer, the computer properly views the connection as a
transmission medium. Transmissions media can include a
network and/or data links which can be used to carry or
desired program code means in the form of computer-execut-
able instructions or data structures and which can be accessed
by a general purpose or special purpose computer. Combina-
tions of the above are also included within the scope of
computer-readable media.

Further, upon reaching various computer system compo-
nents, program code means in the form of computer-execut-
able instructions or data structures can be transferred auto-
matically from transmission computer readable media to
physical computer readable storage media (or vice versa). For
example, computer-executable instructions or data structures
received over a network or data link can be buffered in RAM
within a network interface module (e.g., a “NIC”), and then
eventually transferred to computer system RAM and/or to
less volatile computer readable physical storage media at a
computer system. Thus, computer readable physical storage
media can be included in computer system components that
also (or even primarily) utilize transmission media.

Computer-executable instructions comprise, for example,
instructions and data which cause a general purpose com-
puter, special purpose computer, or special purpose process-
ing device to perform a certain function or group of functions.
The computer executable instructions may be, for example,
binaries, intermediate format instructions such as assembly
language, or even source code. Although the subject matter
has been described in language specific to structural features
and/or methodological acts, it is to be understood that the
subject matter defined in the appended claims is not neces-
sarily limited to the described features or acts described
above. Rather, the described features and acts are disclosed as
example forms of implementing the claims.

Those skilled in the art will appreciate that the invention
may be practiced in network computing environments with
many types of computer system configurations, including,
personal computers, desktop computers, laptop computers,
message processors, hand-held devices, multi-processor sys-
tems, microprocessor-based or programmable consumer
electronics, network PCs, minicomputers, mainframe com-
puters, mobile telephones, PDAs, pagers, routers, switches,
and the like. The invention may also be practiced in distrib-
uted system environments where local and remote computer
systems, which are linked (either by hardwired data links,
wireless data links, or by a combination of hardwired and
wireless data links) through a network, both perform tasks. In
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a distributed system environment, program modules may be
located in both local and remote memory storage devices.

The present invention may be embodied in other specific
forms without departing from its spirit or characteristics. The
described embodiments are to be considered in all respects
only as illustrative and not restrictive. The scope of the inven-
tion is, therefore, indicated by the appended claims rather
than by the foregoing description. All changes which come
within the meaning and range of equivalency of the claims are
to be embraced within their scope.

What is claimed is:

1. In a computing environment, a method of representing
structured data extracted from unstructured data in a fashion
which allows querying using relational database concepts, the
method comprising:

receiving user input specifying one or more database

views;
receiving user input specifying an information extraction
technique, the information extraction technique defining
how to extract structured data from unstructured data
and the information extraction technique comprising a
phrase semantic extraction technique which determines
a semantic relationship about one or more words based
upon a semantic environment of the one or more words;

receiving user input specifying a corpus of data comprising
unstructured data, the unstructured data comprising data
that is not organized semantically such that it does not
have a formalized type and is not in a formal entity level
relationship; and

applying the extraction technique to the corpus of data to

extract structured data from the unstructured data of the
corpus of data and to produce the one or more database
views including the extracted structured data.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more views
comprises one or more ad hoc views for a single query.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein multiple views are
specified as a collection of views.

4. The method of claim 1, further comprising receiving
additional options related to the extraction technique.

5. The method of claim 1, further comprising performing
one or more queries on the produced views.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein applying the extraction
technique further produces procedures.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein the procedures define
methods of operating on the one or more views.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the extraction technique
comprises a property promotion.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the extraction technique
comprises a relationship identification.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein the extraction tech-
nique comprises an entity recognition or entity extraction.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein the extraction tech-
nique comprises entity disambiguation.

12. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more views
represent a graph.

13. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more views
represent tabular data.

14. The method of claim 1, wherein the extraction tech-
nique comprises pattern recognition.
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15. One or more physical computer readable storage media
comprising computer executable instructions that when
executed by one or more processors cause the following to be
performed:
accept user input specifying one or more database views;
accept user input specifying an information extraction
technique, the information extraction technique defining
how to extract structured data from unstructured data
and the information extraction technique comprising a
phrase semantic extraction technique which determines
a semantic relationship about one or more words based
upon a semantic environment of the one or more words;

accept user input specifying a corpus of data comprising
unstructured data, the unstructured data comprising data
that is not organized semantically such that it does not
have a formalized type and is not in a formal entity level
relationship; and

apply the extraction technique to the corpus of data to

extract structured data from the unstructured data of the
corpus of data and to produce the one or more database
views including the extracted structured data.

16. The one or more physical computer readable storage
media of claim 15, wherein the one or more or more views
comprises one or more ad hoc views for a single query.

17. The one or more physical computer readable storage
media of claim 15, wherein the one or more views is a single
view that is itself a collection of views.

18. The one or more physical computer readable storage
media of claim 15, wherein applying the extraction technique
further produces procedures.

19. A system for representing structured data extracted
from unstructured data in a fashion which allows querying
using relational database concepts, the system comprising
one or more processors and one or more physical computer
readable storage media having encoded thereon computer
executable instructions which, when executed upon the one or
more processors, cause the system to:

store one or more corpuses of data, each of the one or more

corpuses of data comprising unstructured data;
receive user input specifying one or more database views;
receive user input specifying an information extraction
technique, the information extraction technique defining
how to extract structured data from unstructured data
and the information extraction technique comprising a
phrase semantic extraction technique which determines
a semantic relationship about one or more words based
upon a semantic environment of the one or more words;

receive user input specifying one or more of the stored one
or more corpuses of data comprising unstructured data,
the unstructured data comprising data that is not orga-
nized semantically such that it does not have a formal-
ized type and is not in a formal entity level relationship;
and

apply the extraction technique to the specified one or more

corpuses of data to extract structured data from the
unstructured data of the corpuses of data and to produce
the one or more database views including the extracted
structured data.



